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DETAILED ACTION 

Remarks 

1 . In response to communications filed on 28 October 2008, claim(s) 1 and 17 
is/are amended per Applicant's request. Therefore, claims 1 , 3, 5, 9-13 and 17 are 
presently pending in the application, of which, claim(s) 1 and 15-17 is/are presented in 
independent form. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 3, 5, 9-13 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious 
over RDF Syntax ("Resource Description Framework (RDF) Model and Syntax 
Specification" by W3C, 8 October 1998. Available online at 

http://citeseer.ist.psu.edu/article/lassila98resource.html) in view of Brunet (U.S. Pat. No. 



6,654,759, cited previously). 
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As to claim 1 , RDF Syntax teaches a method of uniquely identifying resources 
(see section 1, "Introduction"), comprising steps of: 

modeling the resources using a hierarchical schema, wherein classes in the 
hierarchical schema correspond to resource types (see section 1 , paragraph 5, line 4, 
"Classes are organized in a hierarchy") and wherein instances in the hierarchical 
schema represent individual resources, each instance being defined according to a 
class definition of a selected one of the classes that corresponds to the resource type of 
the individual resource represented by the instance (see section 2.1, paragraph 1, last 
sentence, "resources correspond to objects and properties correspond to instance 
variables"); 

defining, in the class definition of a topmost class of the hierarchical schema, a 
naming rule property and an instance identity property (see section 2.2., paragraph 2, 
"XML rules"), wherein each class at levels of the hierarchical schema beneath the 
topmost class inherits the naming rule property and the instance identity property (see 
section 1 , paragraph 5). 

RDF Syntax does not explicitly teach 

specifying a value of the naming rule property in each of the class definitions, 
wherein: 

the value of the naming rule property comprises at least one property name 
selected from a collection of property names comprising the class definition; 
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for each class definition, the selected at least one property name is selected to 
ensure that each instance identity generated for the instances defined according to the 
class definition is unique among all of the instances in the hierarchical schema; 

the value of the naming rule property specified in at least one of the class 
definitions comprises at least two of the property names selected from the collection of 
property names comprising the class definition; and 

the value of the naming rule property for at least two of the class definitions 
differs; and 

for each of the modeled resources, specifying a value of the instance identity 
property in the instance which represents that resource, wherein: 

the value of the instance identity is generated using the specified value of 
the naming rule property for the class definition according to which that instance 
is defined; and 

the value of the instance identity specifies a class name of a particular one 
of the classes that corresponds to the resource type of this resource and, for 
each of the at least one property name defined as the value of the naming rule 
property in the class definition of the particular one of the classes, a name and 
value pair comprising that property name and a property value corresponding 
thereto for the resource represented by this instance. 
However, Brunet teaches 

specifying a value of the naming rule property in each of the class definitions, 
wherein: 
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the value of the naming rule property comprises at least one property name 
selected from a collection of property names comprising the class definition (see col. 7, 
II. 35-41); 

for each class definition, the selected at least one property name is selected to 
ensure that each instance identity generated for the instances defined according to the 
class definition is unique among all of the instances in the hierarchical schema (see col. 
7, II. 30, "uniquely identified"); 

the value of the naming rule property specified in at least one of the class 
definitions comprises at least two of the property names selected from the collection of 
property names comprising the class definition (see col. 7, II. 41-43); and 

the value of the naming rule property for at least two of the class definitions 
differs (see col. 7, II. 30, "uniquely"); and 

for each of the modeled resources, specifying a value of the instance identity 
property in the instance which represents that resource (see col. 7, II. 18-29), wherein: 
the value of the instance identity is generated using the specified value of 

the naming rule property for the class definition according to which that instance 

is defined (see col. 7, II. 30-32); and 

the value of the instance identity specifies a class name of a particular one 

of the classes that corresponds to the resource type of this resource and, for 

each of the at least one property name defined as the value of the naming rule 

property in the class definition of the particular one of the classes, a name and 

value pair comprising that property name and a property value corresponding 
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thereto for the resource represented by this instance (see col. 7, II. 35-36, 
"<naming attribute> <value> pair"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the relevant art 
at the time the invention was made to have modified RDF Syntax by the teaching of 
Brunet for the benefit of automatically and uniquely identifying class instances (see 
Brunet , col. 7, II. 30-32). 

As to claim 3, RDF Syntax , as modified, teaches further comprising locating a 
particular instance that represents a particular resource using the value of the instance 
identity property for that instance (see section 6, Formal Grammar for RDF). 

As to claim 5, RDF Syntax , as modified, teaches wherein: 

the naming rule property for at least one of the class definitions further comprises 
a scoping context selected to ensure that each of the instance identities generated for 
the instance defined according to the class definition are unique within the scoping 
context (see Brunet , Abstract); and 

the value of the instance identity property for each of the instances defined 
according to that class definition further comprises the scoping context (see section 
2.2.1). 



As to claim 7, RDF Syntax , as modified, teaches wherein the scoping context 
comprises a scoping class name that identifies one of the classes and, for each of the at 
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least one property name specified as the value of the naming rule property in the class 
definition of the identified one of the classes, a name and value pair comprising that 
property name and the value corresponding thereto for a particular instance of the 
identified one of the classes (see Brunet , Abstract). 

As to claim 9, RDF Syntax , as modified, teaches wherein: 

the naming rule property for at the least one of the class definitions further 

comprises a root context to ensure that each of the instance identities generated for the 

instances defined according to the class definition are unique within the scoping context 

within the root context (see Brunet . col. 7, II. 50, "ROOT"); and 

the value of the instance identity property for each of the instances defined 

according to that class definition further comprises the root scope (see section 2.2.1 , 

page 2, "namespace"). 

As to claim 10, RDF Syntax , as modified, teaches wherein the root scope 
comprises a domain name (see section 2.2.1 , page 2, where "domain name" is read on 
"description.org"). 

As to claim 1 1 , RDF Syntax , as modified, teaches wherein the value of the 
naming rule property is specified using a structured document (See section 2.2. XML is 
a structured document format). 
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As to claim 12, RDF Syntax , as modified, teaches wherein the value of the 
naming rule property is specified using a structured markup language (See section 2.2. 
XML is a structured markup language). 

As to claim 13, RDF Syntax , as modified, teaches wherein the hierarchical 
schema is an object-oriented schema (see section 1 , paragraph 5). 

As to claim 17, RDF Syntax teaches a method of generating unique resource 
identities (see section 1 ), comprising steps of: 

For the remaining steps of this claim applicant(s) is/are directed to the remarks 
and discussions made in claim 1 above. 



Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed on 28 October 2008 with respect to the rejected 
claims in view of the cited references have been fully considered but are not deemed 
persuasive. 

Applicant began the response by suggesting that the citations provided gave "no 
guidance for formulating a response to the rejection" and had been "left to guess as to 
what the Examiner is actually citing, and how that has been interpreted". The style of 
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citing sections, paragraphs and line numbers (and providing additional detail where 
needed) is common practice. The Examiner notes that the style and level of detail 
provided is consistent with, for example, the Final Rejection mailed 26 March 2008. 
Applicant did not raise any concerns with the art rejection provided in that rejection or 
the one that preceded it. Finally, it is noted that Applicant's concerns were not voiced 
during the telephone interview conducted 28 October 2008, where the prior art and 
instant invention were compared and contrasted without issue. 

Applicant's arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1 (b) because they amount 
to a general allegation that the claims define a patentable invention without specifically 
pointing out how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the 
references. 

Applicant states that the Examiner failed to cite any reference for the limitation of 
"specifying a value..." The Examiner respectfully disagrees. It is clear both from context 
and the prior art reference that the "specifying a value" step and the limitation that 
follows are taught by col. 7, II. 35-41 of Brunet . The Examiner apologizes for any 
confusion. Applicant is encouraged to contact the Examiner via telephone to clarify such 
issues. 



Applicant argues that Brunet does not teach "for each class definition, the 
selected at least one property name is selected to ensure that each instance identity 
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generated for the instances defined according to the class definition is unique among all 
of the instances in the hierarchical schema". The Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

The limitation requires that each instance of a class has a name that is entirely 
unique relative to everything else in the schema. The cited portion of Brunet states that 
"The objects in the tree can be uniquely identified" (see col. 7, II. 30). 

Applicant argues that this does not take into account the fact that names in 
Brunet are constructed using, in part, the names in the hierarchy above. Assuming this 
is true, the claim limitation is still taught by the reference. If "John" and "Jane" are both 
instances of the class "Smith", they can be identified as "Smith.John" and "Smith.Jane". 
These identifiers are unique relative to everything else in the schema because there are 
no other "Smith.John"'s or "Smith.Jane"'s. The existence of an entity called "Doe.John" 
does not destroy the uniqueness of the name "Smith.John". Similarly, Brunet 's names 
are unique even though certain names have common features. What is important is that 
no two entities have the same name (i.e. there are not two "Smith.John"s). This is what 
is meant by "unique" in the cited portion of the reference. 

Applicant argues that the prior art fails to teach an instance identity specifying "a 
class name". The Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

"Each assertion AVA is a <naming attribute> <value> pair, the naming attribute 
being the attribute that, in the class, allows the unique identification, in a naming space, 
of an instance relative to its mother instance." (see Brunet , col. 7, II. 35-39) AVAs are 
properties of the classes. 
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Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications should be 
directed to the examiner, Mark A. Radtke. The examiner's telephone number is (571) 
272-7163, and the examiner can normally be reached between 9 AM and 5 PM, 
Monday through Friday. 

If attempts to contact the examiner are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Christian Chace, can be reached at (571) 272-4190. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to Customer Service at (800) 786-9199. 
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/Christian P. Chace/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2165 



